Department of Environmental Quality
Environmental Solutions Division

700 NE Multnomah Street, Suite 600

Kate Brown, Govemor Portland, OR 97232
(503} 229-5696

FAX (503) 229-5675
TTY 711

March 29, 2017

Jill Fullagar

Impaired Waters Coordinator

Watershed Unit, Office of Water and Watersheds
1200 Sixth Avenue, Suite 900 (OWW-182)
Seattle, WA 98101-3140

RE: OR 2012 Comment Period - EPA’s Proposad Additions to Oregon’s 2012 Section 303(d)
List and Comments on Oregon Coastal Marine Waters

Dear Ms. Fullagar:

The Oregon Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ) has reviewed the Environmental
Protection Agency’s (EPA) proposed additions to Oregon’s 2012 Section 303(d) list of water
quality fimited waters needing Total Maximum Daily Loads, along with supporting information
published by EPA on December 22, 2018 at htps/hwwaw.epa goviimdipartial-approvalpartial-
disapproval-oreqon-2012-303d-lst With the same published notice, EPA also requested
information and comments on potential aquatic life impairment in Oregon coastal marine waters.

DEQ is providing general comments on the proposed additions and Oregon coastal marine
waters in this letter, a table of specific proposed listings that DEQ finds should not be added to
the 303(d) list, and corrections on other proposed listings for EPA’s consideration in finalizing
the additions to Oregon’s 303(d) list (Enclosure 1).

1. Comments on EPA’s proposed 303({d)} additions
EPA proposed 332 additional 303(d) listings identified in Enclosure 4: EPA Proposed Additions.
information about the specific impairing pollutant, the criteria being applied, the sites with
monitoring data evaluated for each listing, a summary of the data supporting the impairment
finding, and the raw data assembled by EPA was published in other enclosures and appendices
to the proposal. DEQ did a high level review of the proposed listings to verify that correct criteria
were used by EPA fo evaluate monitoring data and to verify that the data evaluations were
consistent with Oregon water quality standards. Correct selection of the applicable criterion and
time period to evaluate poliutant data, especially for dissolved oxygen, is critical to reach
accurate assessment conclusions. DEQ feviewed details in EPA’s raw data and intermediate
data evaluation steps only to verify conclusions about specific proposed listings.

Generally, EPA’s analysis followed DEQ's 2012 assessment protocols and reached conclusions
consistent with Oregon water quality standards. Comments on specific proposed listings that
are not justified by EPA’s supporting data and evaluation or are ctherwise in error are provided
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in Enclosure 1 to this comment letter. DEQ found that 25 of the proposed 332 additions should
not be added to the 303(d} list.

2. Comments on EPA methodology
EPA provided information in Enclosure 6: EPA Listing Methodology for Oregon 2012 303(d) List
on the methodology used to assess data and information for the additional 303(d) listings. EPA
generally used DEQ's 2012 Assessment Methodology except for the following parameters.

a. Calculated criteria for toxic substances
EPA followed DEQ's protocols to calculate hardness-based aquatic life criteria for toxic metals
and used a default hardness of 25 mg/L. where hardness data were not part of EPA’s data set.
We note that a calculated criterion may be different if site and sample specific hardness data
are available to determine the appropriate criterion and subsequent evaluations incorporating
hardness data could result in a different conclusion regarding impairment.

b, Total phosphorus
EPA is proposing to list 35 waters for total phosphorus. Oregon does not have a numeric
standard for total phosphorus. EPA's methodology used a benchmark of 100 ug/L total
phosphorus as published in EPA’s 1887 Gold Book for water quality criteria along with
corroborating evidence of impairments for nutrient related parameters pH, chiorophyll a, or
dissolved oxygen to identify the most problematic waters for 303(d) listings. DEQ has not used
such an approach in its assessments.

DEQ’s practice has been to evaluate the impacts of nutrients such as phosphorus when related
to other impairments such as dissolved oxygen and pH during the development of TMDLs. If
needed, DEQ may choose to develop an approach that differs from EPA’s for future
assessments and 303(d) listing to supplement the established protocols that identify
impairments caused by harmful algae blooms, chlorophyll a, dissolved oxygen, pH, and
temperature. When TMDLs are developed to address waters with nutrient related problems,
DEQ will study the water system to determine what poliutants are causing impairments and can
be managed by pollutant loading allocations. it may be that anthropogenic sources of total
phosphorus are not the primary cause for impairments, and TMDLs will target other sources,
conditions, and parameters for control and water restoration.

3. Comments on Data Quality of Data reviewed by EPA
During DEQ’s review of the proposed listings, it came to our attention that some of DEQ’s
Volunteer Monitoring Data provided to EPA have not vet undergone QA/QC review and are of
unknown quality. DEQ's IR assessment methodology specifies that DECG only use data that is
known to be of high quality for 303(d) listing purposes. EPA should consider not using these
data until the data are known to be of sufficient quality for 303(d} listing purposes.

4. Comments on EPA’s proposal to re-list waters with temperature TMDLs
EPA proposed re-listing 714 waters to Oregon's Category 5 303(d) list as published in
Enclosure 7. EPA previously approved delisting these waters from Oregon’s 2010 303(d) list
after TMDLs to address water temperature conditions were approved by EPA. EPA states the
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rationale for now proposing to re-list these waters is that a pending U.S. District Court decision
on litigation (Civil No.: 3:12-cv-01751-AC) will invalidate Oregon’s temperature TMDLs approved
between 2006 and 2010.

Please clarify if EPA’s intent is to have these water remain in "Category 4a: Water quality
limited, TMDL approved” as well as being re-listed in "Category 5: Water quality limited, 303(d)
list, TMDL needed”. This is unusual in that waters generally do not have more than one
assessment status for the same parameter/segment combination. EPA’s final action should
state clearly what assessment category/categories these waters are in,

Please also provide guidance on how EPA and DEQ can clearly communicate such an unusual
status through all the Clean Water Act programs, and how it will be tracked in EPA’s
Assessment and Total Maximum Daily Load (TMDL) Tracking and Implementation System
(ATTAINS).

8. Comments on disapproved delistings for dissolved oxygen
EPA's protocols for reviewing dissolved oxygen data were consistent with DEQ/'s assessment
protocols for listing:
“‘Greater than 10 percent of samples exceed the appropriate criterion and a minimum of
at least two exceedances of the criterion for the time period of interest.”

However, EPA disapproved delisting 8 waters cited in Enclosure 3 and proposed re-listing those
waters for dissolved oxygen impairments during a spawning time period. These include 4 waters
in the Tualatin watershed and 4 waters in other watersheds in the Willamette Basin,

DEQ does not agree that these waters should be re-listed, for the reasons discussed below.

a. Disapproved delistings - Tualatin watershed
In the 2012 integrated Report, DEQ delisted 4 waters based on information indicating the
dissolved oxygen spawning criteria were not applicable in the segments in question. DEQ based
the delisting conclusion on information provided by OR Department of Fish and Wildlife
(8/14/2014) that corroborated conclusions in the 2001 Tualatin River Subbasin TMDL! Tualatin
Subbasin TMDL (Appendix F, page F-3 and F-4, Figure 3) that salmon, steelhead, and resident
trout spawning does not occur in portions or all of these streams. In these waters, the dissolved
oxygen spawning criteria therefore are not the appropriate criteria o evaluate data and water
impairments. In the event the 2014 ODFW letter was not available for EPA to review with the
2012 303(d) list, DEQ has now posted 2014 Letter from Oregon Depardment of Fish and Wildlife
ragarding resident frout in the Tualatin River ? on DEQ's website and also attached it to this
comment letter (Attachment 1). We request that EPA consider this information and determine
that delisting the waters in the following table is warranted. Note that the ODFW information
clarified that spawning does ocour in portions of Johnson Creek, which is only 4 miles long, and

T Tuslatin Subbasgin TMDL hitp/fwiwy deg state or usfwo/imdisfeillametie it
2 2014 Letter from Oragon Department of Figh and Wildlife regarding resident trout in the Tualatin River

nitffweny derssiate orusiwg/standardsidossi2 04 UbanStream TroutlUse ndf
March 28, 2017 ~ Final Page 3 of 10

ED_002660K_00058446-00003




the upstream segment of the Tualatin River. DEQ evaluated data showing the spawning criteria
were attained in these segments and the data summary provided in the 2012 Integrated Report
supports the Category 2: Attaining status determination.

Tualatin 1200056455017 24562 [0to |Dissolved [Spawning Delisted [Criteria not
Creek 10.1 {Oxygen — Do not japplicable
' re-list
Tualatin  lJohnson 1228355454932]24534 |0to |Dissolved SpawningiDelisted |Criteria not |
Creek 7.7  iOxygen — Do not japplicable
re-list
Tualatin_ |Johnson |1228355454932(26029 (2.1 |Dissolved Spawning Added to [Cat 22
Creek to 4 {Oxygen database Atlaining
some
criteria/uses
Tualatin [Tualatin 1226500453377 24507 10 to |Dissolved Spawning|Delisted Criteria not
River 62.6 Oxygen — Do not lapplicable
re-list
Tualatin_ [Tualatin |1226500453377|25761 162.6 |Dissolved Spawning Added to Cat 2:
River to  {Oxygen databaseiAttaining
75.6 some :
criteria/uses;
Tualatin [Unnamed|1227381453844]24512 Dto |Dissolved Spawning Delisted Criteria nat
{Nyberg 1.3 {Oxygen - Do not applicable |
Creek) re-list
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b. Disapproved delistings — Willamette Basin
EPA disapproved delisting 4 waters in the Willamette Basin that DEQ had delisted based on
data reviewed for the 2012 assessment. EPA previously commented on these delistings when
propased by DEQ in the draft 2012 303(d) list, and DEQ responded that the analysis was
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correct and data supported a finding of standards attainment. From Responge io Commenis on
Cregon's Draft 2012 Integrated Report ® (November 2014) page 14-15

1. Commenter (3) stated that their review of dissolved oxygen data for the spawning time
period in Rock Creek {(Record 24501), North Fork Silver Creek (Record 24508), and
Silver Creek (Record 245386} did not indicate fisting errors in the 2010 303(d) list, or that
data for the South Yamhilf River (Record 20869) showed attainment. Commenter
asserted that delisting actions were not supported by the data.

Response: Oregon's dissolved oxygen standard for spawning includes a minimum
criterion for dissolved oxygen {11 mg/L) and a minimum level for percent saturation
(95%). DEQ uses both parts of the standard fo determine if conditions support the fish
spawning use. In other words, if a dissolved oxygen result is fess than 11 mg/L, and the
percent saturation is under 98 percent, the conditions do not meet the standard. If a
result is Jess than 11 mg/L, but the percent saturation is 95 percent or over, the
conditions meet the standard. In the cases cited by the Commenter, DEQ found more
than 90% of sample results at each station met one or both parts of the standard, and all
the stations were found to be atfaining the standard, therefore supporting delisting.

DEQ reviewed EPA’s rationale for disapproval, protocol for listing, and data provided in
Appendix E, but finds no data to counter DEQ’s 2012 Integrated Report conclusions that the
standards are attained and delistings are warranted for the following streams.

Rock Creek (Record 24501) — DEQ's 2012 data review found at STATION 32074 at RM
1.7 from 04/28/2005 to 05/11/2010, 2 of 33 (6%) samples < 11.0 mg/l and < 95%
saturation, and the standard was attained.

EPA provided data in Appendix E for 3 sampling results that were not within the
spawning time period of January 1 - May 15 and were gualified as “estimated” that
nevertheless met the dissolved oxygen percent saturation. EPA also provided several
temperature results which may have been confused with dissclved oxygen readings,
EPA’s data do not justify listing.

North Fork Silver Creek (Record 24508) — DEQ's 2012 data review found at STATION
33193 at RM 2.5 from 01/09/2003 to 03/23/2005, 1 of 10 (10%) samples < 11.0 mg/l and
< 95% saturation and the standard was attained.

EPA did not provide any additional data in Appendix E.

1.3 from 04/15/2005 to 05/12/2008, 3 of 32 (9%) samples < 11.0 mg/l and < 95%
saturation, and at STATION 12061 at RM 5.4 from 10/23/2003 to 10/27/2005, 1 of 8

3 Resoonss o Comments on Oregon's Diraft 2012 Intergsted Report
nitn i preaon govden/ W Donuments/AssessmentiziiZResponse Tolomments Fingl Nova(l4.od
f
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(11%) samples < 11.0 mg/l and < 85% saturation. These data met the protocol to find
the standard was attained in this stream.

EPA provided data in Appendix E for 1 sample result at station 10646 that did not meet
the criteria. However, one sample is not sufficient to list a stream, and a listing-is not
warranted. EPA also provided several temperature results which may have been
confused with dissolved oxygen readings.

South Yamhill River (Record 20969) - DEQ's 2012 data review found at STATION
10948 at RM 16.7 from 02/16/2000 to 04/05/2011, 2 of 25 (8%) samples < 11.0 mg/l and
< 85% saturation, and the standard was altained.

EPA provided data in Appendix E for Station 10948 for 7 sampling results from 2/1/2011
to 4/29/2014 within the spawning time period of January 1 - May 15. Only 1 of 7 samples
in EPA’s data set did not meet the criteria and this is not sufficient to list the stream. Two
of these samples were evaluated in DEQ's evaluation. Although EPA did not combine
the data sets, doing so shows 3 of 30 samples (10 %) of the combined set do not meet
the criteria and this is still not sufficient to list the stream.

EPA’s additional data do not alter DEQ’s conclusions based on data reviewed for the 2012
integrated Report showing these sireams are attaining the dissolved oxygen spawning criteria.
Therefore, these delistings should be approved as submitted by DEQ and should not be added
back into the 303(d) list.

6. Comments on EPA corrections

DEQ concurs with corrections EPA noted In Enclosure 8 to address errors in DEQ’s 303(d)
listing of 10 streams for biocriteria, one stream with no data for iron due to incorrect station
location, and incorrect association of approved TMDLs with two segments of the Coast Fork
Willamette River for dissolved oxygen in the spawning time period. Since the TMDL did not
address the spawning time period for the Coast Fork Willamette River, the segment from RM O
to RM 20.5 should be added to the 303(d) list based on data showing impaired conditions, and
the other segment from RM 28.5 to RM 38 should be noted as insufficient data to determine

impairment.

7. Information and Comments on Oregon coastal marine waters
With Enclosure 2 of EPA’s published notice, EPA requested information and comments on
potential aquatic life impairment in Cregon coastal marine waters.

Ccean acidification processes and impacts on ocean waters and marine life need further
research and information. As summatrized in the final report from the experts convened at
Stanford University October 17-18, 2018 “Participants recognized that the recommended
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chemical parameters and biological indicators are not yet sufficiently advanced (e.g., specific
numerical values, threshold conditions) for use as defined management goals or as criteria....™

To assess Oregon’s coastal marine waters, DEQ and EPA must make determinations based on
Oregon’s laws and current applicable and relevant standards. Data and information supporting
303(d) listings must pertain to Oregon waters which include marine waters up to three miles out
from Oregon's coast. Only these areas fall within DEQ's authority to list under the CWA 303(d)
process, and are waters where Oregon’s water quality standards apply. Oregon’s current
narrative standards for Biocriteria and numeric criteria for pH are applicable and relevant:

OAR 340-041-0011

Biocriteria

Waters of the State must be of sufficient quality to support aguatic species without
detrimental changes in the resident biological communities.

OAR 340-041-0021

pi

(1) Unless otherwise specified in OAR 340-041-0101 through 340-041-0350, pH values
(Hydrogen ion concentrations) may not fall outside the following ranges:

(a) Marine waters: 7.0-8.5;

The other narrative standards cited by EPA in Enclosure 2 are less relevant as they pertain to
wastewater discharges (OAR 340-041-0007(1)) or protecting human consumptive use of fish
and aquatic life and water (OAR 340-041-0007(10) misidentified by EPA as (11)).

The state of Oregon is concerned about the impacts of ocean acidification to coastal waters and
is an active participant in multi-state and federal discussions aimed at furthering the collective
understanding of current conditions and the potential for global and local pollutant contributions.
However, listing Oregon’s jurisdictional ocean waters is unwarranted at this time. DEQ has in
previous Integrated Report cycles affirmed our commitment to listing waters within our
jurisdiction when data and information show water quality standards are not metl. However,
none of the data and information available in previous IR cycles or summarized in EPA’s
Enclosure 2 has been outside the pH limits for marine waters, or has provided a definite
causative link to detrimantal changes in resident biclogical communities.

DEQ dees not support EPA listing Oregon waters for parameters that do not have established
criteria set to protect communities of marine life (aragonite saturation) or based on observations
made in offshore waters outside Oregon’s territorial limits or on hypothetical and untested
projections into future time or at unmonitored locations.

If in response to the request for information, EPA receives additional verifiable and good guality
data that identifies locations in Oregon maring water with pH outside the allowable range, DEQ

4 Mesting Summary “Ocean Acidification: Setting Water Quality Goals” Gctober 12-18, 2016, Stanford
University, Executive summary page 3
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will incorporate new 303(d) listings identified by EPA in their final action on Oregon's 2012
303(d) list into the state’s planning process for TMDL priorities.

8. Contact
If EPA has any questions or needs additional information about the comments provided in this
letter or the enclosure, please feel free to contact Karla Urbanowicz, Water Quality Assessment
Program Lead, at 503-228-6099 or urbanowicz karla@deqg slale or.us .

Thank you for the apportunity to provide these comments for your consideration. DEQ is looking
forward to receiving word on EPA’s final action for Oregon's 2012 303(d)} list.

Sincerely,
/)
AN/
§ 2 ‘ & o
WA 74
Jennifer Wigal
Manager

Water Quality Standards and Assessment Section
Oregon Department of Environmental Quality

Altachment 1 - 2014 Letter from Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife regarding resident

trout in the Tualatin River
Enclosure 1 - OR DEQ Comments on EPA’s Proposed 2012 303(d) Additions list (EXCEL)

Ce: Wendy Wiles, Division Administrator, Environmental Solutions, DEQ
Karla Urbanowicz, Water Quality Assessment Program Lead, WQ SAS, DEQ
Eugene P. Foster, Manager, Watershed Management Section, DEQ
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Attachment 1

Department of Fish and Wildlife
Worthwest Region
17330 8B Evelyn Strost

Johw A, Kitzhaber, M.D,, Doverer Clackamasg, OR 97015-9514
{971) £73-6000
August 14, 2014 {871) 673-6070
GREGON
Aron Barok
811 5w 5% ave,

Portland OR 97204

Dear Mr. Aron Barol:

Per your raquest, | have reviewed the list of streams and stream sections in the Tualatin
watershed that vou provided to detenning native frout spawning and resring use. My response
to each is as follows:

Beaverton Creel —spawning and reaving habitat exists from confluence with Rock Creak
upstream to at least Highway 217, and includes many smal! tributaries like Golf Creek and
Walker Creek ete,

Brousen Cresk — Spawning and rearing habitat exists from confluence with Beaverton Creck
upstream 1o Saltzman Road.

Cedar Mill Creek - Spawning and rearing habitat sxists from confluence with Beaverton
Creek upstream 10 & sevies of falls st the Comneli Road crossing.

Chicken Creek (RM 0-2,7) - Spawning and reaving habitat for native trout exists in the reach.
Dairy Creek (RM §+18.1) ~ This reach only provides migratory and juvenile salmonid rearing
habitat, but due to gradient and soft sediment substrate trout spawning does not exist

Digwson Creek (BM 8-4.11 — provides primarily rearing habitat but some spawning is
passible.

Johnson Cregk (RM 2.1-4) - Spawning and rearing habitst exists,

MeKay Creek (RM 0-158.7) - Intermittent spawning and rearing habitat exists.

Tualatin River (BM 8-62.6) — This reach is predominantly a salmon and trout migratory
carridor, and due 1o gradient and substeate does not provide spawning opportanity for vesident
trout andfor salmon/steethend rearing,

Nyberg Cresk (RM 0-1.3) — This stream only provides rearing and refagia habitat to tront
and other salmonids produced in other stream systems in the Tualatin,

1 hope this satisfies DEQ’s information needs for resident trout spawning and rearing habitat
uge in these subbasing of the Tualatin River. Please feel freo to contact me anytime if you
need additional information or clarification on the information provided. Thanks,

Sincersly, ;)
T 77 f?/

Teamn Murtagh S
ODFW District Fish Blologist
Clackamas, Oregzon
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Enclosuret

Oregorn Depariment of Environmental Cualily
Comments on EPA's Proposed 2042 303{d) Adgitions

SBpawning 17100205 EPA cyaluation dives nol avscount for % Sut {tvo-part Sw:.,:o:v.
O € 1of S mmﬂcwmw {8%) failesd both parts of DO uriterion
2
195! Notth Beaver Crask 1240123445100 0-3.5 Sumier £ Coli DEG 17100205 Ne
3 0 1o 2010 303(d) fist n.{ma on r>m>m wwmmoa wwww‘
72{Dsift Crewk 1240058444168 G- 8.3 Yeay round Tamperature STORET 17100268 e This segment of Lrift Creek is designated for saiman and troct
ﬂom ing and n m,&? ’
Criteron E what %t HER ] m_&e .m: rature data.
4
1241934435768 TOOs 8-2.4 Year round Biotriterda DED Do not fist No iready listed for Biolegica Onnm . See Racord 10 4083
8 Segment 2868 Eel Creek 124143448 § 3
1241746435728 COO0s -5 Butminer DEQ Mo iready Catagary 43, See UR 2012 1R Record .wo.w.?
Lake tiJ»maqumo:MACm?omwﬂ\ Dogumentedin T
) - - -
117 Jonnsen Creek /T COOs 0-8.3 Summer Chiorophyif 3 BEG TI0030411 e
Lake e hot treek. Covered by TMOL. m»m Oﬁ 2012 1
7 Record 20340 Tenmiis Laks 124138
531 Cronked River 48778 LOWER CROCKED G-76 ‘Year round Copper DEQ EPA did not provide hardness data, but when using a default
nardness of 28 mgfl, the chronic criferion would be4.47 ugil.
No-sample results provided in £PAs raw copper data sheet
sxaeed this eriterion, and a iisting is not warranted.
8
110} Jdohn Day Rive: 1206433457318 LOWER JOHN DAY 9:278.2 Year round Totat Phosp DEQ 170702041 Do not f Mo 1t daes nat appesrihal any of the sample resuits for total
o:cmvzoar fram the ko stations on the Joha Day River (DEQ
1388 and 79} are greates than the benchmy
value of 100 ugil. used by EPA ta ideniify impairaents
k)
F6iWiliametle River LOWER WILLAMETTE  [D-74.8 Year round Fist STORET 17090012{ Da not fNo
18
431 Chenoweth Creek 1211872486347 MIDDLE COLUME 0-7.87 DEQ Veluniesr 17070108| Dy not iist No
HOOD O&bvﬁ 14 - §m< 18, Only /15 wn:%_mm <s§_: zgm spawniag
dates ars below 11 mgil ang less than $5% saturalion, (EPA
error in-counting 2 samples from October 14 az within spawning
{ime pened and double counting a duplicate sample on
11 385 2 gucovdances )
180] Matheur Rivar 1188731440585 {-87 S Year round iC DECG Do.not list MNo {ed for arsenic. Sze Racord 24341 Segment 1D 14772
e LI 1169731440588 RM 0 to 186.1
i2
234 Powdar River 1170608447455 0-168.3 Yearround Arsenis DEQ 17050203{ Do not it No for arsenic. See Record 12610 Segment [0 11778
L4140 1170508447458 0 1o 146.3 (mnouth fo
id
256{Big Bk Creak 123BTE446217 SILETZYAQ Summer £ Coli DEG Vol 17100204 | Do not list Ney
14
11{Bear Creak 1236036450039 SILETZ-YARUINA 5.8 RS pH DEQ Volunle: 17100204{ Do not list No nmﬂm used by EPA 3333 I\ Tsite _.mmm: Craek at mouh”
sh0w 2 plt 2 40 ar 8% exceedancs wl does no
15
1 Ackerlay Creek 1240330440100 BIUGLAW 0-.8 Spawning Dissolved Oxyge FTORETY 17100206 | Do nof list Mo - % Sal ftwo-pert DO witerion). Mo
temperatura daia provided with EPA data summary. DEQ
i8 cannot caicuiate parcent saturation for these resuils,
2iAckertay Craek 1240830440100 SIUSLAW 0.5 Year round issolved Oxygan STOREY 1710020600 not fist No Poes not account for % Sal {two-part DO aritedon). Na
lemperature data provided with EPA data summary, DED
a7 L8000t caloulate percent saturetion for inese resulls
3/27:2017 tof4
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Enclosuret Oregoen Depariment of Environmental Quality
Comments on EP&'s Proposed 2012 303(d} Additions

56l 1240972439677 » 5 Dissolved Oxygen STORET i Boes not account for % Sat (fwao-part DO criterion) Mo
temperature daia provided with EPA data su ASmQ 0DEQ
18 cannot caicuiate percent saturation for these res
2891 South Slough Siusliw 1240708439718 SiUSLAW 0-2.23 Dissolved Oxygen DEC Volustesr 17100206 No

iver
20{Braver Crask 1228837446461 SUUTH SANTIAM 0181

Dissalved Oxygen DELL 17090008 1q not st Ho For Statian 23770, & of 10 samples do
during resident frout spawning time pe
onfy 1 of those does nol imest $8% sat ol

meef 1.0 mgh.
Jan 1~ May 1, but
jon. Dd not fist.

N
L=3

&

1229088458017 TUALATIN

m

Year round Arsenic LSGS TS0 Bo not figt No It is unclear from EPA's dafa auramaries what data wers
available at USGS Sial 14208200, and if the two tatat

to the invrganic fraction using the conversion facior of 0.76 {per
DEGQ and EPA methadalagy), If not, applying the sonversion

larger data 54t for the 2012 assessiment for [USGS] STA
14206200 at RM 2 for 56 samples from 08/0G/2008 to
220G, and found only 1 of 88 valid samples sxceed the
+ ally, data from {USGS; STATION

¥ ugll oriter i

205856 at RM 8.7 for 86 sarples frony 65/06/2006 to
0420190 hadt 0 of 56 valid samples. exceed the 2.1 ugil
criteria. These data resuits suppoerted the conclusion that the
arsenia in Dalry Creek was Cat 2. Attaining.

21

22| Beaverton Crasi 1229133455186 TUALATIN 6.8 Year round Zing

17080010 Do notfist No it appears EPA Incorrsctly avaluated the data
ihme (sample_tr from the LISGES station 453004122510301 raw

dats rather than the zine \.:ng::mzo: easull (parameter

t p01090), DEQ caloulated 2ine criteris for EPA'S

a default hardness.of 25 mg/t. and foi

results had 8 conceniration greater than 36 ugfi.,

= eriterion. These data do notsupport fisting for

. DEQ evaluated data for the 2017 assesament

station and {US Acu r& >jOz Anw ERE) “mmm»m.\c‘ at WM c‘u
and {IDEQSTATION 104804t RM 1.2 supporiad the
conclusion that the zing in this section of Beaverion Creek was
Cat2: Allaining.

i
i)

168 MeKay Creek 1488411455584 UMATHIA G- 15 Year round Tofal Phosphoras DEG

it does ot appear thal any of the sample results for total
phiosphorus from MoKey Creek Station 12008 st RM 1.57 are
ater than the Benchmark value of 100 ug/l. used by EPA to

t

b

Matalius Rivar 1212861445854 UPPER DESCHUTES

Spawning Lissoived Oxygen BTORET

The spawning criteris applies onthe Metolius River far g time
3 Trout and resident trout

77, or 9% of results r.ﬂnm«d.:m r:@ mvms_.a 364 Q:mam, D,ﬂm aum.n.
:.o» warrant a listing using the assesament protocols.

241iRhea Creek 1197735454038 WILLQW (MIDDLE 0-4.74 FNE DEG Do fal st No, This sfream is A
COLUMBLAY critefia ral
28 exneed siiner 3.5 or 8.4

203 North Tenmile Lake 41455435885 008 045 CTRGT Chisrophyli 2 DEQ 171060304 No S OR 2012 1R v“uroi 23775 W
1241613425770/1241466445865. Uc e
Watershed TMUL fo excaad chions
addressas a associated with algae biooms.
correctly added by EPA to 2010 303{c
2012 IR, de-lisling appraved by EPA Dag 2017

26

211207
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Enciosuret

Oregon Departinent of Environmental Quality
Comments on EPA's Praposed 2042 303{d} Additions

75Dy Crasn’ 1 1210478443383 LOWER CROOKED So8s RM U0 6.4 = Yeur round Dissolved Oxygén STORET
osphors in 2012 and addsd
2010, Alttugh the stream is dasignated far
o0 and roul rearing and migration from RV 0 - $1.8, the
8.4 ratier than 2 21 mils fength of dry channel.
186{Lytle Creek 1209542443434 LOWER CROGKED EATRMO 1082 LT PWS DEQ Veluntesr 17070305 Yes zadwaters of Lytle Cresic are at RM 92 and
28 i S U should be-consistently RM 816 9.2
167 Lytle Cree 1209542443434 LOWER CROGKED G RN QI Q200000 Surnener DEQ Volunteer 17070305 Yes
P13 N G )
T Dry Biver 1210478443363 R CROOKED 8.4 FW8 pH DEQ Volunteer 17070305
channg typically contains water only when und
8.4 rather than a ¢1 mite fength of dry channef,
20
1210478443363 064 e pH DEU Volunteer 17070308 Yes The water channel represented as LLID 1240478443363 is raore
accurately called Dry River, EPA is propusing 1o add
montening dat
of the channel, a real
6.4 rather than &
31 .
188 Lytle Creek 1209542443434 088 FWS pH DEQ Volupteer Yes ted
79|y River 1210478443363 G- m,.» Year il Yatal Phosphorus Sioret 17070305 Yes The water channel représentsd as 11D 12
ascurately called Dry Rivar, EPA s proposi
5.4 rather than.a $1 mile lengh of dry channel,
33
68 Daschytes River 12091514 LOWER DESCHUTES 041004 Copper 17070308 Yes Yince data are from one site al the mouth of the Deschutes
24 Kiver, conside 0 segment fo KM 0 o 4614
76 Daachutes River 1209151456388 LOWER DESCHUTES 8351004 Tamperatire Army Corgs of 70T Yes Note: data.
Engineers
b
221 | Owyhee River 1170244438120 LOWER QWYHEER Laad DEQ 17050116 Yes O to list. However, considel
segeren below Dwyhiss Dam, R 81018, based on one site
near mowth, o lead information inor tpstream of Lake Owyhes,
36 L angd consistznay with fisting fair conner RM 1 fo 18,
162| Matheur Rivar 1169731440565 MIDDLE SNAKE- 087 Year raund {ran DEG, STORET Yes Querlaps existing listing Mathewr River |,
PAYETTE, LOWER BM 49 {0 126.8 already listed for fron. See Revord 24342
a7 MALHEUR Segment 1 31484,
28 J38661456880 3348362 171002027 Yes

BRTIZANT
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Eactnsuret

Segon Department of Environmenial Quality
Camavienty ot EPA's Proposed 2012 303{d} Additions

1
- Oriff Cragk ETE-YARUINA Dissofved Ouygen DEQ Volufstasr Yes witt
revised
spgment
spawning. Given the dynamic mixing of sall and freshwater,
DEG uses the conductivity reading @ken at e DO
39
62{Crooked River 1212576445778 UPPER CRODKED Year round wlai Phosphorus Btaret, DEQ 1070304 Yes
40 var section with site data showing ime
1198606424030 WARNER LAKES 0256 FWE DEG 17120007 Yes DEQ's lab has re-assigned the islfong fof DEO Station 16741
Honey Crask af Plush to bs lat 4241802, long ~119.805%5
station plots Somedclly on Honsy Greek LLID 1193605424020,
41 . -
2941 Trask River 1238814454680 R E510186 Spawning solved Oxygsn DEQ 17100203 Yas with 3 there s a tssignated saimon spawning usa, the D0 spawning
- revisad [ criferia apply for the seégment and time period. Spavwning is
segment |sesignated on the Trazk River from RM 2.7 to 4.5 (Oet 15 - May
18}, and for RM 4.5 {0 18.6 (Sepl 1 - June 15). EPA's data for
Station 13433 st R 4.8 o the designaled spawning period
show B out of 22 {27%) « e of spawsing 11.0 myft and
4 segment 4510 188
. The fowes portion (RM 0~
nat designated for salimon
T whare DEQ does not
spawning criteda for resfdant trout spaw
42
95| Heddin Creek 1236165436008 APREBORERAG o Bioeriteria OEQ : 3%
MESTUCOGAUMPAUA. ATI00R03
43 . S
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